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Status 

I) ^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 27 December 2004 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) S Claim(s) 38-41 and 43-62 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) D Claim(s) 38 and 42-62 is/are rejected. 

7) S Claim(s) 39-41 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)Q objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

II) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

In response to the remarks filed on 12/27/04, Claims 38-41 and 43-62 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 38 and 61-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chiang in view of Ramshaw et al. (US 5,791,907). 

1. [Claims 38, 61-62]: Regarding Claims 38 and 61-62, Chiang discloses a user 
interface (i.e. a menu) that transmits an instruction set having a plurality of instructions 
(i.e. input actions) for selection by a user and receives at least one selected instruction 
based upon the instruction set, said at least one instruction designating a target 
application (i.e. step panel) from a plurality of independently-executable computer 
applications (i.e. step panels). See Col. 3: 27-39. Chiang discloses wherein the user 
interface further comprises a topic selection interface. See Col. 3: 27-29 and FIG.2, 
element 62. Chiang discloses a data retrieval interface (i.e. monitoring system) that 
retrieves a plurality of data from a computer memory (e.g. the lesson control file), said 
plurality of data based upon at least one instruction. See Col. 3: 53-57. Chiang 
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discloses wherein a portion of said data comprises video data (via video display) and a 
data interpreter that receives said data and said at least one selected instruction, said 
data interpreter translates said data into a plurality of actions with respect to said target 
application data and said data. See Col.6: 64-66 and Abstract. Chiang discloses a 
target application interface (i.e. step panel) that receives at least some of said plurality 
of actions (i.e. input actions) and that selectively issues some of said plurality of actions 
for externally operating the target application (i.e. controlling the product to be learned) 
and that relays feedback from the target application back through the data interpreter to 
the user interface. See Col. 3: 35-39, 46-65. 

Regarding Claims 38, 61 , and 62, Applicant arguments pertaining to Chiang's 
disclosure of a peripheral device are considered moot since Applicant has no claim 
limitations in these claims directed to such. 

Chiang does not disclose expressly wherein the topic selection interface is 
displayed only when commands are executed via the user interface. However, 
Ramshaw teaches such in Col. 9: 22-24: The Main Menu option 62 returns a user to the 
display shown in FIGS. 3A and 3B, from wherever the program presently is at that time. 
Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate wherein the topic selection interface is displayed only when 
commands are executed via the user interface into the method and system of Chiang, in 
light of the teaching of Ramshaw, in order to permit a user to control the operation of the 
software substantially from an input device such as a mouse, rather than having to input 
from the keyboard. 
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Claims 38 and 61-62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chiang in view of Daniels et al. (US 5,310,349). 

2. [Claims 38, 61-62]: Regarding Claims 38 and 61-62, Chiang discloses a user 
interface (i.e. a menu) that transmits an instruction set having a plurality of instructions 
(i.e. input actions) for selection by a user and receives at least one selected instruction 
based upon the instruction set, said at least one instruction designating a target 
application (i.e. step panel) from a plurality of independently-executable computer 
applications (i.e. step panels). See Col. 3: 27-39. Chiang discloses wherein the user 
interface further comprises a topic selection interface. See Col. 3: 27-29 and FIG. 2, 
element 62. Chiang discloses a data retrieval interface (i.e. monitoring system) that 
retrieves a plurality of data from a computer memory (e.g. the lesson control file), said 
plurality of data based upon at least one instruction. See Col. 3: 53-57. Chiang 
discloses wherein a portion of said data comprises video data (via video display) and a 
data interpreter that receives said data and said at least one selected instruction, said 
data interpreter translates said data into a plurality of actions with respect to said target 
application data and said data. See Col. 6: 64-66 and Abstract. Chiang discloses a 
target application interface (i.e. step panel) that receives at least some of said plurality 
of actions (i.e. input actions) and that selectively issues some of said plurality of actions 
for externally 9perating the target application (i.e. controlling the product to be learned) 
and that relays feedback from the target application back through the data interpreter to 
the user interface. See Col. 3: 35-39, 46-65. 

Regarding Claims 38, 61, and 62, Applicant arguments pertaining to Chiang's 
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disclosure of a peripheral device are considered moot since Applicant has no claim 
limitations in these claims directed to such. 

Chiang does not disclose expressly wherein the topic selection interface is 
displayed only when commands are executed via the user interface. However, Daniel 
teaches such in Col. 7: 39-41 , for example: If the toolbox 56 is selected, a list of student 
productivity tools is presented from which the student user may choose a desired tool. 
Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to incorporate wherein the topic selection interface is displayed only when 
commands are executed via the user interface into the method and system of Chiang, in 
light of the teaching of Daniels, in order to provide access to learning functions. 

Claims 43-57 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiang in view of Rowe (US 5,228,859). 

1 . [Claims 43,47-49,51 , 55-57]: Regarding Claims 43,47-49,51 , and 55-57, Chiang 
does not disclose expressly wherein the data retrieval interface comprises a network 
interface for accessing said plurality of data from a device coupled to a network, 
wherein the network interface comprises a local area network interface, an Internet 
interface, and a wireless interface. Moreover, Chiang does not disclose expressly a 
target peripheral device. However, Rowe teaches a network interface (i.e., computer 
network) in Col. 14: 1-3 and a target peripheral device (i.e., tape) in Col. 7: 15-33. At the 
time of the invention, local area network interfaces and internet interfaces would have 
been acknowledged as being old and well known in the art and it is obvious that a 
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computer network could include a local area network or an internet. Moreover, wireless 
interfaces for accessing a plurality of data from a device coupled to a network are old 
and well known in the art. Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the aforementioned limitations 
into the method and system of Chiang, in light of the teaching of Rowe, in order to 
provide an alternate mechanism for data transmission. 

2. [Claims 44,52]: Regarding Claims 44 and 52, Chiang discloses wherein the user 
interface further comprises a control bar, and wherein the user interface is displayed 
only when commands are executed via the control bar. See FIG. 3, element 72. 

3. [Claims 45,53]: Regarding Claims 45 and 53, Chiang discloses wherein the user 
interface further comprises a topic selection interface, and wherein the topic selection 
interface is displayed only when commands are executed via the user interface. See 
Col. 3: 27-29 and FIG.2, element 62. 

4. [Claims 46,54]: Regarding Claims 46 and 54, Chiang discloses wherein the data 
comprises video data (via video display). See Col. 6: 64-66 and Abstract. 

5. [Claim 50]: Regarding Claim 50, Chiang discloses wherein the target application 
interface selectively takes control of the target application based upon user input. See 
Col.3: 53-57. 

Claims 58 and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiang/Rowe as applied to claims 43 and 51 above, and further in view of Durham 
et al. (US 5,832,502). 
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[Claims 58, 60]: Regarding Claims 58 and 60, Chiang discloses a header block further 
comprising a type of instruction parameter (i.e. lookup tables). See Col. 3: 57-60. 
Chiang/Rowe does not disclose expressly wherein said data includes a header block 
further comprising a time stamp parameter. However, Durham teaches a header block 
further comprising a time stamp parameter (i.e., a unique header block comprising a 
time stamp parameter) in Claim 1 . Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the aforementioned 
limitation into the method and system of Chiang/Rowe, in light of the teaching of 
Durham, in order to indicate the time a particular type of data record was created. 

Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiang/Ramshaw as applied to Claim 38 above, and further in view of Durham et 
al. (US 5,832,502). 

[Claim 59]: Regarding Claim 59, Chiang discloses a header block further comprising a 
type of instruction parameter (i.e. lookup tables). See Col. 3: 57-60. Chiang/Ramshaw 
does not disclose expressly wherein said data includes a header block further 
comprising a time stamp parameter. However, Durham teaches a header block further 
comprising a time stamp parameter (i.e., a unique header block comprising a time 
stamp parameter) in Claim 1 . Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the aforementioned limitation 
into the method and system of Chiang/Ramshaw, in light of the teaching of Durham, in 
order to indicate the time a particular type of data record was created. 
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Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chiang/Daniels as applied to Claim 38 above, and further in view of Durham et al. 
(US 5,832,502). 

[Claim 59]: Regarding Claim 59, Chiang discloses a header block further comprising a 
type of instruction parameter (i.e. lookup tables). See Col. 3: 57-60. Chiang/Daniels 
does not disclose expressly wherein said data includes a header block further 
comprising a time stamp parameter. However, Durham teaches a header block further 
comprising a time stamp parameter (i.e., a unique header block comprising a time 
stamp parameter) in Claim 1 . Therefore, at the time of the invention, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to incorporate the aforementioned limitation 
into the method and system of Chiang/Daniels, in light of the teaching of Durham, in 
order to indicate the time a particular type of data record was created. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claims 39-41 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments have been considered but are moot in view of the new 
ground(s) of rejection. See rejection above. This action has been made NON-FINAL. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chanda L. Harris whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4448. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30am-4:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica S. Carter can be reached on 571-272-4475. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Chanda L. Harris 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3715 



